SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES 
AND COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRE- 
TARY OF THE ARMY ROBERT T. STEVENS, JOHN 
G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE HENSEL AND SENATOR 
JOE McCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, AND 
FRANCIS P. CARR 





HEARING 


BEFORE THE 


SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
UNITED STATES SENATE 
EIGHTY-THIRD CONGRESS 


SECOND SESSION 


JUL 1 4 1954 


PURSUANT TO 


S. Res. 189 


PART Il 


APRIL 29, 1954 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Government Operations 


as 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICD 
WASHINGTON : 1954 








COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
JOSEPH R. McCARTHY, Wisconsin, Chairman 


KARL E. MUNDT, South Dakota JOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkansas 
MARGARET CHASE SMITH, Maine HUBERT H, HUMPHREY, Minnesota 
HENRY C, DWORSHAK, Idaho HENRY M. JACKSON, Washington 
EVERETT McKINLEY DIRKSEN, Illinois JOHN F, KENNEDY, Massachusetts 
JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, Maryland STUART SYMINGTON, Missouri 
CHARLES E. POTTER, Michigan ALTON A, LENNON, North Carolina 


RicHarD J, O’MELIA, General Counsel 
WaLter L, REYNOLDS, Chief Clerk 


Specrat SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 


KARL E. MUNDT, South Dakota, Chairman 
EVERETT McKINLEY DIRKSEN, Illinois JOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkansas 
CHARLES E. POTTER, Michigan HENRY M. JACKSON, Washington 
HENRY C. DWORSHAK, Idaho STUART SYMINGTON, Missouri 
RAY H. JENKINS, Chief Counsel 
THOMAS R, PREWITT, Assistant Counsel 
ROBERT A, COLLIER, Assistant Counsel 
SoLtis Horwitz, Assistant Counsel 
CHARLES A, MANER, Secretary 
Il 


amen 





CONTENTS 


Page 
Index 7 a ‘ - . sas digsies eaeeediteialtaemaaeatam on mcmcunabiioan emetianmindgan I 
Testimony of Stevens, Hon, Robert T., Secretary, Department of the Army. 416 


Ii! 








SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T. STEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE McCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


THURSDAY, APRIL 29, 1954 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SreciaL SuBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:45 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the 
caucus room of the Senate Office Building, Senator Karl E. Mundt, 
chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Kar] E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Sen- 
ator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator Charles 
E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. Dworshak, Re- 
publican, Idaho; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; 
Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and Senator 
Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri.” 

Also present: Ray H. Jenkins, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Thomas R. Prewitt, assistant counsel; and Ruth Y. Watt, chief clerk. 

Principal participants: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a United 
States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, chief coun- 
sel to the subcommittee; Francis P. Carr, executive director of the 
subcommittee; Hon. Robert T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army; John 
G. Adams, counselor to the Army; H. Struve Hensel, Assistant Secre- 
tary of Defense; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel for the Army; 
James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army; Frederick P. Bryan, 
counsel to H. Struve Hensel, Assistant Secret: iry of Defense. 

Senator Munpr. The committee will come to order. 

The Chair would like to remind our guests that they are here at the 
pleasure of the committee, and we will ask them to comply with the 
committee rules to refrain from all manifestations of approval or dis- 
approval, The Chair had a little difficulty with that yesterday, and 
it is very important that that rule be enforced. The results have been 
some complaint from the people in the rear part of the room that 
those sitting in the spectators’ seats closer to the front at times stand 
up as the photographers do, and so will you all oblige the committee 
by complying with that baseball slogan, “Down in front,” so every- 
body will be happy. 

The Chair would like to apologize to the television people and the 
folks who are here, to counsel for both sides and the witnesses, for the 
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fact that we are a little late. We had an executive committee meet- 


ing in our office this morning, and no decisions were arrived at except 
we are we determined to do everything possible to expedite the 
hearings : es get them moving forward as rapidly as possible, and 
each committee member is going to give some thought as to any con- 


structive suggestions he can devise toward that end, and we will meet 
further on the subject as necessity arises, 

We left off with counsel interrogating the witness. Mr. Stevens is 
ready, and Mr. Welch is ready, and we will begin, Mr. Counsel. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. ROBERT T. STEVENS, SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY sumed 





Mr. Bryan. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpt. Have you a point of order? 

Mr. Bryan. This is not a point of order, but the fact is, in view 
of what occurred late yesterday afternoon, I would like the record 
1 show that my name is Frederick Bryan, of New York City, and 

hat I am the personal attorney and counsel for Mr. Hensel in this 
a oceeding, and that yesterday I was in New York keeping a prior 
professional engagement; and that fact was duly announced on the 
record, through the courtesy of Mr. Jenkins, on Monday, the 26th, 
at the opening of the afternoon session, at page 460 of ‘the record. 
so there is no doubt about the fact that Mr. Hensel is represented 
by counsel, as everybody in this proceeding knew and must have 
known from the beginning. 

Senator Munpr. I am sure that is quite apparent in the record now, 
sir. That is perfectly all right. 

Counsel will proceed. 

Mr. Weccn. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have a point of order? 

Mr. Wetcn. I have a point of importance. 

Senator Munpr. We would like to get these hearings going, and 
we would like to expedite them, and you have so expr essed yourself, 
and I hope you will constrain yourself if it is not a point of order; 
and if it is a point of order, the Chair would be glad to hear you, 
of course. 

Mr. Wetcn. It is a point of order and a point of simple justice. 

Yesterday, last night almost at the close of the day’s hearings, a 
series of statements and questions was placed in the record by Senator 
McCarthy, which seemed to me of the gravest importance. Those 
statements and those questions created what I conceive to be a totally 
false impression and resulted in headlines this morning gravely preju- 
dicial to the Army’s case. 

The statements in question to which I refer appear on pages 942, 
945, and 947 of the record. 

At page 942 of the record, at the top of the page, Senator McCarthy 
in speaking to the Secretary of the Army, said: 


As I said, I know I have no personal animosity toward you, and therefore 
I think in fairness to you we should tell you that we have a statement from 
General Back, and I believe in complete fairness— 
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There the Senator was interrupted. 


And this statement was taken while counsel was present, and it is a summary 
prepared by my staff. Being a summary, I assume it will not be admissible 
in evidence, and it is a summary of what General Back said last night. 

At page 945 of the record, Senator McCarthy asked this question 
of the Secretary: 

Did you tell General Back when you called him to your office on November 24, 
of last year, that one of the reasons why you were much disturbed, I believe 
the word is “exercised,” about Lawton, is that he had paid tribute to Senator 
McCarthy and his Fort Monmouth investigation? 

And again on page 947, Senator McCarthy said: 


Would you want to deny, Mr. Secretary, under oath, that you told General 
sack that one of the reasons why you were considering removing Lawton was 
because he had paid tribute either to me or to the committee? 

As I have indicated, the impression created by this series of state- 
ments and questions is so far from the truth and so prejudicial to 
the Army’s case that the only possible thing to do to repair the 
damage that was done is to interrupt Secretary Stevens and call 
General Back to the stand so that we may hear from his lips the 
simple truth. 

I now request that Mr. Jenkins call General Back to the stand, and 
put to him the questions, three in number, that I now hand to Mr. 
Jenkins. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has conferred with counsel and he be- 
lieves that you have made a valid point of order, and it is perfectly 
proper that the general in question be called. But we do not want 
to interrupt the proceedings at this time because we hope to conclude 
with Mr. Stevens this morning, and I hope speedily—and I am sure 
that everybody around the table, including Mr. Stevens, must share 
that hope—and we will see to it that the gentleman in question is called 
and placed under oath in due course and orderly proceedings in con- 
junction with the counsel’s plan for conducting the case. 

The general will be called and if an injury has been done it will 
be rectified. 

Mr. Weicn. And promptly, sir. 

Senator Munpr. What is that? 

Mr. Wetcu. And promptly. 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Wetcu. Thank you. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have a point of order? 

Senator McCarruy. No; except I would say I would agree with 
Mr. Welch and I have no objection to calling General Back ‘and Gen- 
eral Lawton. I am not suggesting the Chair do it, but I want to 
make it clear I would have no objection to having that done. 

Senator Munpr. I am sure that both will be called. 

Mr. Jenkins, you may proceed. You may start to proceed and I 
hope you may keep on proceeding. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, yesterday afternoon I was 

Senator McCarrny. I know we decided this mor ning we would try 
to expedite this as much as possible, but let me take just 10 seconds. I 
wonder if Mr. Jenkins, in view of Mr. Welch’s statement, if Counsel 
Jenkins would not state for the record whether or not I was giving a 
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substantially correct analysis of General Back’s testimony or would 
you prefer to wait until General Back is on the stand? 

Mr. Jenxrns. I have been unsworn, Senator McCarthy. I am no 
longer a witness. 

Mr. Secretary, I was examining you yesterday afternoon at adjourn- 
ment time with reference to whether or not you undertook to plan to 
or had any thought of exercising any reprisals against General Law- 
ton by reason of any conduct on his part. My recollection is that 
your answer was in the negative, is that correct ! 

Secretary Stevens. No reprisals; no, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You did, however, have in mind and consider remov- 
ing General Lawton from Fort Monmouth, as I believe you stated 
yesterday. 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Jenkins, goodness knows I am the fellow 
who is primarily interested in expediting this hearing along 

Mr. Semarene And I believe you can do so if you will say yes or no 
and then make what explanation you want to make, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Srevens. I do hope that we do not have, on this fine pro- 
fessional soldier, gone too much into his personal situation. 

Mr. Jenkins. I understand you. You stated all that yesterday on 
several occasions, that he is a fine professional soldier. But did or not 
you have in mind his removal from Fort Monmouth for reasons 
known to yourself? 

Secretary Stevens. I gave the matter some thought. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you discussed the matter with General Back? 

Secretary Stevens. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. You have never discussed it with General Lawton 
personally ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenktns. You know, Mr. Secretary, of an executive session held 
on October 14, do you not? 

Secretary STEvENs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. You were not present? 

Secretary Stevens. I was present at part of the session on October 
14, yes. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you whether or not at that executive session 
on October 14 Mr. Adams was likewise present. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, he was. 

Mr. Jenkins. He was present at all times during that session, was 
he not? 

Secretary Stevens. I could not answer that of my own certain 
knowledge. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. Let me ask you this question: Did or not 
Mr. Adams report to you this conversation which allegedly occurred 
at that executive session: That Senator McCarthy asked General 
Lawton—this being on October 14—how many poor security risks he 
as commanding officer of that area had dismissed during his tenure 
of office there, and that General Lawton replied that he had dismissed 
none up to within 2 weeks of that date, being approximately October 
1. Did Mr, Adams report to you that such a question and such an 
answer substantially were asked and given? 

Secretary Srevens. I am not sure that Mr. Adams reported that to 
me, but 1 became aware of it at some time. 
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Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you this further. I am not reading from 
the transcript of the record, but from having read it and relying upon 
my memory, I will ask you this further: State whether or not Mr. 
Adams reported to you that General Lawton was asked by Senator 
McCarthy why he had not discharged or suspended poor security risks 
prior to a 2-week period next preceding October 14; and I will ask 
you whether or not the reply of General Lawton was this: “There sits 
one of the reasons”—pointing to Mr. Adams, and that the examination 
was pursued by Senator McCarthy and he asked him whether or not 
he had had any orders from you as Secretary of the Army to distniss 
or suspend no bad security risks on his own responsibility, and that 
General Lawton thereupon replied, “I would rather not answer that 
question,” and that when he was interrogated as to why he would 

rather not answer “It is,” his reply was, “I am working for Secretary 
Stevens.” 

Did Mr. Adams report such a conversation to you in substance? 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman, I need not—— 

Senator Munpr. Have you a point or order? 

Mr. Wetcu. I need not say to a gentleman of Mr. Jenkins’ skill that 
that isa pretty long question to hand any witness. 

Mr. Jenxixs. If you object, I will break it down, Mr. Welch. 

Mr. Wexcu. I hate to iake the time. 

Mr. Jenxrns. So do I. 

Mr. Adams reported to you what occurred on October 14 in execu- 
tive session of the committee, did he not ? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Jenkins, he reported something. 1 do not 
suppose he reported it all in detail. 

Mr. Jenkins. He reported to you that General Lawton was then 
examined by Senator McCarthy, did he not? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jennins. That is an important event. Do you recall that? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, Mr. Secretary, he reported to you the testi- 
mony in substance of General Lawton, did he not? That is an impor- 
tant event. 

Secretary Srevens. I have no recollection that he reported it sen- 
tence by sentence or question by question. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I said in substance, Did he or not? You were the 
Secretary of the Army. Lawton was under you. You say that you 
were giving consideration to relieving him or transferring him, and 
you were interested to know his attitude, obviously. Did Mr. Adams 
report to you in substance the testimony of General Lawton before 
the executive committee ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I was not giving any thought to changing Gen- 
eral Lawton as of the 14th of October; no. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right. I will ask you this question now, then: 
As a result of what Mr. Adams told you with respect to the testimony 
of General Lawton, is that when you started giving consideration to 
suspending him or transferring him? 

Secretary Srevens. That it had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Nothing to do with it. Now I revert to my original 
question: Did Mr. Adams report to you after the meeting of October 
14, the executive session, in substance the testimony of General Law- 
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ton, one of your generals in charge of an important installation? Did 
he or not, Mr. Stevens ? 

Secretary Srevens. I think that he did. 

Mr. Jenxins. You think he did. He reported to you in substance 
what he swore under oath. 

I will ask you this question: Did he tell you, among other things, 
that Gereral Lawton was asked whether or not he on his own initi- 
ative—and I believe you testified the other day that he had that 
authority—had discharged or suspended any poor security risk? 
‘That is one question. Did he tell you that? 

Secretary Srevens. I do not recall that he did. 

Mr. Jenxins. Well, Mr. Secretary, don’t you recall that that was 
the very purpose of the examination of General Lawton by Senator 
McCarthy ? 

Secretary Srevens. I thought that the purpose of the hearings up 
there—it was while I was there—was to interview various people who 
either were or had been connected with the Fort Monmouth installa- 
tion and who conceivably might shed some light on security questions. 

Mr. Jenkins. And General Lawton would be expected to know 
more about that than any other living human being; wouldn’t he? 

Secretary Srrvens. He would know a lot about it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. I believe you say he is a fine, outstanding 

officer. 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenxrns. A highly intelligent man. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right, 

Mr. Jenkins. And one of your subordinates, 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. In charge of an important installation. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Stevens, do you mean to tell this committee—and 
I am not implying how I feel about it one way or the other, please 
understand that—the committee has to evaluate your testimony and 
determine how much weight to give it. Are you telling this committee 
now that you do not rec all Mr. Adams, your attorney, the man who 
had been appointed as your liaison officer to work with this committee, 
telling you that General Lawton was asked by Senator McCarthy 
whether or not he, General Lawton, had on his own initiative sus- 
pended or discharged subversives or bad risks while he had been at 
Fort Monmouth? Do you not recall that, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Srevens. I answered that question before, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenxrns. What is your best impression about it ? 

Secretary Srevens. I say I don’t remember that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Have you got any impression one way or the other 
about whether or not such vital and important information was im- 
parted to you by Mr. Adams? 

Secretary Stevens. No; I know what the statistics show, and I in- 
troduced them into the record with respect to the suspensions at Fort 
Monmouth. 

Mr, Jenkrns. I will ask the question this way: Did you later learn 
that General Lawton was asked that question by Senator McCarthy. 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t think that I had any particular informa- 
tion. I knew that General Lawton appeared, but I do not recall 
having any particular close connection with whatever it was he testi- 
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fied to until recently when I learned more about what was in the 
testimony. 

Mr. Jenkins. At one time you gave consideration to relieving 
General Lawton, and you did, did you not? 

Secretary Srevens. I gave the matter some thought. 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir; all right, we will call it thought instead of 
consideration, Mr. Secretary. And in determining whether or not it 
ought to have been done, you naturally would have investigated his 
record and his attitude at Fort Monmouth, wouldn’t you? 

That is right, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Jenkins, the reason—I explained yester- 
day 

Mr. JenxKINs. You are not answering my question, Mr. Secretary, 
and we will get along better and the question is simple. In determin- 
ing whether or not he ought to be relieved, you naturally gave some 
consideration to his attitude and his loyalty or disloyalty and his 
ability, and so forth, and what he had said and done. I take it that 
you made an investigation of it? 

Secretary Stevens. I testified yesterday on why I gave thought to 
this question. 

Mr. Jenxtins. I understand that, and in thinking of the question, 
wouldn’t you naturally, as Secretary of the Army and charged with 
the responsibilities that you are, have given consideration to the type 
of work that General Lawton was doing, and to the type of man i 
was, and his public utterances, and his private utterances. Did you 
do that, and give the man an investigation and make one of him before 
you made that momentous decision? Did you or not? 

Secretary Stevens. I accepted all of General Lawton’s qualifications 
100 percent, and the only thing that I had in mind that really con- 
cerned me, as I testified yesterday, was the question of (a) some ref- 
erences to colleagues in a statement that he made; nak (6), I just 
wanted to say myself that he was using good judgment in his job from 
day to day. 

Mr. JenKiNS. So that now this morning as you sit there, you are 
not able to recall, you tell us, whether or not you knew that General 
Lawton had been asked by Senator McCarthy whether or not he had 
seepences any subversives on his own initiative. Is that what you are 

saying now? Is that right? 

Secret ary Stevens. 1 don’t happen to recall that particular. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, do you recall this: That Mr. Adams told you 
that General Lawton’s reply to the committee’s question was in sub- 
stance this: “No, I have not suspended anyone for the past 21 months, 
while I have been in command at Monmouth, with the exception of the 
Jast 2 weeks.” Does that register with you, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Srevens. I think that I heard that. 

Mr. Jenkins. You think that you heard that? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. From the lips of Mr. Adams, who is your mouthpiece, 
as I understand it, on occasion ? 

Secretary STEVENS. Mr. Jenkins, it is terribly hard for me to an- 
swer these questions, sir, because I don’t get a ‘chance to answer one 
question before you start on another, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I do beg your pardon, and I will try not to repeat 
the offense. 
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Secretary Srevens. It is very difficult, and I am trying my most 
sincere way to get the facts before this « -ommmittee. 

Mr. Jenkins. When I violate the rule, call it to my attention, Mr. 
Welch, please, sir. 

Now, you un se ameyy the last question, don’t you? 

Secretary Srevens. It is out of my mind now, sir, because I 
frankly 

Senator Munpr. The reporter will repeat the question. 

Mr. Jenkins. May I repeat it? The question that I asked you, and 
I thought I got your answer, was this: Do you now recall that from 
the lips of Mr. Adams you got the information that General Lawton’s 
reply was that he had made no suspensions of subversives or question- 
able risks on his own initiative for the 21 months of his tenure in office 
at Fort Monmouth, with the exception of the 2 weeks next preceding 
the date of the testimony of October 14. Do you recall that? 

Secretary Stevens. Did I answer that question ! 

Mr. Jenkins. I understood that you did, and I may be in error. 

Secretary Stevens. May we have the answer read # 

Senator Munpr. You may have the answer read. I think you did 
answer it. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Please read it. 

(Whereupon, the question and answer referred to was read by the 
reporter as above recorded.) 

Mr. Jenxins. Then your answer is that “I think that I heard that,” 
and you did receive that information from Mr. Adams, is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I can’t state that I received it from Mr. Adams. 

Mr. Jenkins. But you did receive it? 

Secretary Stevens. I think that I received it. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Very well. Do you further recall that you were 
informed by either Mr. Adams, or anyone else, that General Lawton 
was then asked why he did not effect any suspensions on his own 
initiative ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You don’t recall that ? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. Well, do you recall that Mr. Adams informed you, 
or anyone else informed you that General Lawton stated that the 
reason he didn’t—no—that he was asked a question as to why he 
didn’t, and that he pointed to someone and said, “There is one reason.” 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t recall ever having heard that. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Do you deny ever having heard that? 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t recall having heard it. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Do you recall that he was asked this specific ques- 
tion, “Did Secretary Stevens ever direct you not to make any suspen- 
— on your own initiative?”—that is one question and I will stop 
there. 

Secretary Srevens. Actually, Mr. Jenkins, I had orders out to all 
of our commanders, to all of our field installations. 

Mr. Jenkins. Your answer is not responsive, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Stevens. And they were to exercise their own judgment 
in these matters. 

Mr. Jenkins. I know, but your answer is not responsive, and your 
lawyers will advise you that. It doesn’t respond to my question. 
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My question is do you recall General Lawton being interrogated 
and asked “Did Secretary Stevens ever order you not to make ‘these 
ee Now that is one question and very simple. 

Secretary STEvens. I certainly never heard anything like that. 

Mr. Jenkrns. You — t hear that and now your answer is definite. 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t recall having heard anything like that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall that General Lawton’s reply was, in 
substance: “I would rather not answer; I am working for Secretary 
Stevens?” 

Secretary Stevens. That I am unfamiliar with. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, you are telling this committee that your em- 
ployee, Mr. Adams, did not communicate to you a message as vitally 
as important as that, with respect to General Lawton, one of your 
generals? 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Jenkins, I had given instructions that our 
field commanders were to exercise their own judgment in these mat- 
ters of suspension, and I expected them to do it and I made that clear. 
And that applied to General Lawton as well as the field commanders 
at other installations. I expected them to do it. 

I can’t conceive of having suggested to not do it and I certainly 
did not instruct them not to do it. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will not pursue that any further, Mr. Secretary. 
Mr. Adams is under your command, of course; is he not 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. He takes instructions from you? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. He carries out your orders? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. As far as you know, he has always done that faith- 
fully ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And he is still in your employ in the same capacity 
in which he was originally employ ed? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you this: Did you instruct—and as far as 
you know, he has never given an order or a directive except upon 
your direction ? 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Adams doesn’t have the authority to give 
instructions. 

Mr. Jenxtns. I will ask you this, Mr. Secretary: Did or not early 
in November of last year Mr. Adams talk to General Lawton and say 
in substance, “General, I hope you see your way clear to withdraw 
certain cases which you have recommended for removal as bad secur- 
ity risks.’ Did you direct Mr. Adams to make such a communica- 
tion to General Lawton? 

Secretary Stevens. I can’t recall anything about that. 

Mr. Jenkrns. You can’t recall anything about it? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. Did Mr. Adams ever advise you that he had given 
such a directive or made such a request of General Lawton ? 

Secretary Stevens I can’t recall anything about that. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is a tremendous! important thing, isn’t it, Mr. 
Secretary, and sheds great light on the issues of this controversy ¢ 
I ask you now to ek 1 your mind, and you may consult with counsel 
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or ask for a recess. I want you to search your mind, and I want you 
to answer this: Did or not you direct Mr. Adams to call General 
Lawton by telephone and say, in substance: “I hope you can see your 
way clear to withdraw certain cases which you have recommended for 
removal as bad security risks,” and that General Lawton replied as 
follows: “I will not; let the Secretary take the responsibility.” 

Again I say, Mr. ‘Sec retary, in all fairness to you, 1 want to state 


this: I have not asked a single question of you or any other witness 
unles - thought there was some reasonable basis for it, and I think 
it fair that you and your eminent counsel now know that I am read- 


ing from a written document pre pared by now Captain Corr—he has 
been promoted—prepared by Captain Corr in my presence and 
General Lawton’s presence, and in the very handwriting of Captain 
Corr, and I pass it to the chairman to determine whether or not I 
have correctly quoted from it. 

I say that it is of vital importance to the issues of this lawsuit. 

Senator Dirksen. Investigation. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, investigation. 

I am asking for an = wer—“yes” or “no.” 

Secretary Stevens. Can I look at the paper? 

Mr. Jenkins. You ‘amas may. 

(Document passed to Secretary Stevens.) 

Mr. Wercu. Mr. Chairman, before I look at the paper, may I say 
a word to my friend, Mr. Jenkins? 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes 

Mr We cu. I am informed, Mr. Jenkins, that you have tried many 
murder trials, and with great success, but may I remind you, my 
friend, that this is not a murder tri ial, and that you are examining 
the Secretary of the Army. It may feel good to me when you jump 
down the throats of the witnesses on the other side, but I beg of you, 
this witness is entitled, I think, to at least ordinary courtesy. In your 

zeal, which I admire, I think by the tone of your voice you may convey 
an impression to the country that you would not wish to convey. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McClellan? 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Chairman, I have no particular comment. 
I think the witness should be subjected to cross-examination, and I 
think these questions are pertinent to the issues. I think the witness 
should be required to answer. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair state as far as he is concerned, all 
witnesses must appear in this committee room at the same level. We 
expect generals and privates, Senators and Secretaries, employees, all 
to be treated the same. We are trying to find out the truth. There 
is no measure of disrespect for any of them, I am sure, implied in any 
of the questions the counsel is asking in his zealous and difficult task 
of getting at the truth, 

Mr. Symington ? 

Senator Symineton. Mr. Chairman, I would like to completely sup- 
port the remarks made by my colleague, the distinguished Senior 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. Wercn. Mr. Chairman, is it proper for me now to read the 
paper that has been handed to the witness ? 

Senator Munpr. Suit yourself. You are not “allowed.” You are 
not a witness. Of course you may consult it. 
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Mr. Wetcu. May the witness read it? 

Senator Munpr. Surely he may. 

(Witness examining document.) 

Mr. Wetcu. Shall I read this out loud? 

Senator Munpr. You may, sir, if you care to. Will you read every- 
thing on the paper, then, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Stevens. It has the word November, “N-o-v.,” with a 
question mark after it. Then it says, 

Adams asked Lawton by phone, “I hope you can see your way clear to withdraw 
certain cases which you have recommended for removal as bad security risks.” 

Lawton: “I would not let the Secretary take the responsibility.” 

Mr. Jenkins. Isn’t that precisely what I read to you, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Stevens. As far as I know, it is, sir. 

Senator Jackson. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Could the counsel advise what we are reading from just for identifi- 
cation ? 

Mr. Jenkins. We are reading from a document written by General 
Lawton’s aide previous to the last few hours Lieutenant Corr, now 
Captain Corr 

Senator Jackson. A telephone conversation ? 

Mr. Jenkins. No, sir; written by Captain Corr in my presence and 
in the presence of General Lawton this morning prior to your execu- 
tive session; and with the consent and approval of General Lawton, 
I requested the General’s aide to write it out in his presence. It was 
written in his presence, in the handwriting of Captain Corr, and was 
read by General Lawton, who is in this room along with his aide, 
Captain Corr. And that, Senator Jackson, is what I have read. 

Senator Jackson. That is what I understood, but what is the No- 
vember date? That is what threw me off. 

Mr. Jenkins. The “Nov.” has a question mark after it. General 
Lawton told Captain Corr and me that that conversation was early 
in November, but he was unable to giv e the date and for that reason 
it is put “November, question mark.” 

Senator Jackson. I see. It sounded like a memo that I understood 
had been written today, but it had the November date on it. 

Mr. Wetcn. I would like to suggest 

Senator Munpr. Do you havea point of order? 

Mr. Wetcu. That Senator Jackson look at the memorandum. 

Senator Munpr. We will be glad te have the memorandum returned 
to the committee table so the committee members can all look at it. 

Will counsel proceed with his questions? 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, I have not yet received an answer to 
my last question. 

Senator Munpt. Do you have the last question in mind, or should 
I have the reporter read it? 

Secretary Stevens. No, I just read that, and I have it in mind. I 
have no recollection of any such telephone conversation and obviously 
could not have been on the phone. 

Mr. Jenkins. Your answer is that you have no recollection of such 
conversation ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. And that it obviously could not have been over the 
telephone ? 
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Secretary Srevens. I mean I was not on the telephone. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Secretary, there is nothing in my question to 
imply that that was a conversation between you and General Lawton. 
] am sure that you understand the import and plain meaning of my 
words 

Secretary Srevens. What I was trying to say, sir, is that this is 
evidently a telephone conversation between Adams and, I guess, 
General Lawton. 

Mr. Jenkins. We are agreed on that. 

Senator Jackson. I do not want to interrupt, but a point of order. 
I raised the point of order earlier as to the nature of this memo. Now 
I have read the memo, and I note in the first sentence—first there is 
“November, question mark,” and then it says this: “Adams asked 
Lawton by phone’—and then it goes on, “I hope—” so and so. It is 
a reference to a telephone conversation. 

Mr. Jenkins. Certainly it is. 

Senator Munpr. Everybody is in agreement on that. 

Senator Jackson. I am not trying unnecessarily to take up time, 
but [ am just trying to keep the record clear so I can follow this 
testimony. It is a memorandum with reference to a telephone con- 
versation. I think that ought to be clarified at this point. It is 
being offered. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is part of my question, Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. I asked earlier and was advised that it was not. 

Senator Munpr. The Secretary answered the question while you 
were reading the memorandum. 

Senator Jackson. May I ask who listened in on the telephone 
conversation ¢ 

Mr. Jenxins. There is nothing in the question to indicate that any- 
body listened in. As far as I know, nobody listened in. It may de- 
velop that somebody did. If somebody did, I have not been so 
advised. 

Mr. Wewcnu. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a question of relevancy. 
This was not a telephone conversation between this witness and 
General Lawton. 

Mr. Jenkins. No, but one between Genera] Lawton and Mr. Adams, 
who is the representative and the mouthpiece of this witness, and 

Mr. Wevcu. That is another matter, sir. Mr. Adams may be asked 
about it, but this witness 

Mr. Jenkins. I am asking this witness if Mr. Adams reported that 
to him, or if it was made at this witness’ direction. 

Mr. Wevcu. Well, he may 

Senator Munpr. One point of order at a time, and the Chair will 
rule on the point of order of Mr. Welch, that it appears to be a per- 
fectly relevant question to ask if the Secretary knew about the phone 
conversation or not. 

Mr. Wetcu. That is the question he should answer. 

Secretary Srevens. I have no recollection of it at all. 

Mr. Jenkins. Shall I proceed ? 

Senator Jackson. Just this point of order. I am trying to get this 
memorandura straight in my mind. Obviously, from this memoran- 
dum, which I assume is from Captain Corr, is it? 

Mr. Jenkins. It is not 2 hours old. 

Senator Jackson. Written out by Captain Corr? 
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Mr. Jenkins. In my presence and in the presence of General 
Lawton and at the direction of General Lawton. 

Senator Jackson. My point of order is that I would like to know 
whether or not Captain Corr listened in on this telephone conversa- 
tion, because the memorandum—just a minute—the memorandum says 
Adams asked Lawton by phone, and then he goes on and repeats the 
memorandum of the conversation. So obviously this is a point of 
order, 

Senator Jackson. Obviously, Captain Corr must have listened 
on the telephone conversation. 

Mr. Jenkins. Senator Jackson, that memorandum was dictated by 
General Lawton, in my presence, to Captain Corr this morning, and 
Captain Corr wrote it out, at the dictation of General Lawton. 

Senator Jackson. Oh, 

Senator Munpr. Now we all understand the memorandum, and 
counsel may continue to ask questions about it. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Now, I understood you to say previously that Mr. 
Adams acted at your direction only. 

Secretary Stevens. No, I wouldn’t say that. He was the Depart- 
ment or he is the Department of the Army counselor. 

Mr. Jenxins. And he takes orders from you? 

Secretary StEveNs. Yes, he takes orders from me. 

Mr. Jenkins. And I understood you to say that as far as you knew 
he had executed all of those orders. 

Secretary Stevens. Oh, I can’t say or make a statement like that. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you say—I ask you now, as far as you know, has 
Mr. Adams carried out your directives and orders ? 

Secretary Stevens. I know he has attempted to. 

Mr. Jenkins. As far as you know, has Mr. Adams given any orders 
or directions e xcept with your consent or at your direction ? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I don’t know, Mr. Jenkins. He is not in 
the line of command, and he may have atempted at times to give 
orders, and I just don’t know. 

Mr. Jenkins. He had no authority to, did he, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Srevens. He did not have actual authority to do it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did Mr. Adams ever report to you that in the early 
part of November 1953, he called General Lawton on the telephone 
and asked him if he could see his way clear to withdraw certain cases 
which he, General Lawton, had recommended for removal as bad 
security risks, and that General Lawton replied that he would not do 
it, let the Secretary—meaning you—take the responsibility. 

Secretary Srrevens. I have answered that question once, sir, but I 
will answer it again if you want. 

Mr. Jenkins. For the final time, I ask you. 

Secretary Stevens. I say I have no recollection of such a telephone 
call. 

Mr. Jenkins. Well, Mr. Secretary, do you regard that, if it hap- 
pened, do you regard it as of vital importance in shedding light on 
the issues involved in this controversy, you being charged, as you are, 
by this Senate committee with having tried to impede the progress 
of the investigation at Fort Monmouth ? 

Senator Symrinetron. Point of order. 

Senator Munpr. He didn’t mean by the investigating committee, 
he meant by certain personnel of the committee. 
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Mr. Jenkins. I mean the investigating committee, you being 
charged 

Senator Symrneron. A point of order, and I would like the ques- 
tion read back. 

Senator Munpr. The counsel recognizes that he has omitted some 
words. 

Mr. Jenxrys. We all know what we mean by that, you being 
charged by Senator McCarthy, with having tried to stop the investi- 
eation at Fort Monmouth, or having tried to impede the progress 
of it. 

Now, in the light of all of that, do you not recognize—— 

Secretary Srrvens. Could I have the question read back? I would 
like to have that question that Mr. Jenkins asked read back, please. 

Senator Munpr. Counsel has withdrawn the original question and 
is reste ating it now. 

Secretary Stevens. I hope the chairman will concede that this can 
be a bit confusing to a witness now on his sixth day on the stand, 
and the question is in and then it is withdrawn and I don’t know 
what the question is before me. 

Senator Munpr. No question is before you and we are starting 
de novo. 

Mr. Jenkins. The last answer you gave the committee was that 
you had no recollection whatever of having been informed by Mr. 
Adams, or anyone else of this conversation in early November, between 
Mr. Adams, and General Lawton. Now I am correct about that, am 
I not, Mr. Secretary? Your answer was you had no recollection of it? 

Secretary Srrvens. Are you referring again to the telephone eall ? 
I have answered it twice now. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Secretary, please explain what I am referring to. 

Secretary Srevens. I have answered that question twice, and I 
hereby answer it the third time. I have no recollection of any such 
telephone eall. 

Mr, Jenkins. All right. In view of the grave and serious charge 
made against you by Senator McCarthy and his staff, that you tried 
to stop their investigation of subversives at Fort Monmouth, and 
tried to impede it, and retard its progress and so forth, would or not 
you regard such a conversation as I have asked you about, and about 
which you say you have no recollection, of going to the very heart, and 
the very core of that issue? Would you or not regard that as such? 

Secretary Srevens. I wasn’t a party to it, Mr. Jenkins, I wasn’t a 
party to it, and now can we—— 

Mr. Jenkins. No; and conversely, it is not claimed, as I read the 
pleadings, Mr. Secretary, that Senator McCarthy was a party to cer- 
tain activities and phone calls on the part of Mr, Cohn, and yet you 
have charged him with it, and it may be that the committee will deem 
that he is a party to it. I don’t know about that. We are talking 
about your side of this controversy now, on a cross-examination for 
the purpose of determining whether or not that charge by Senator 
McCarthy is true or false. And I say, as counsel for the committee, 
that I regard it as of great importance in shedding light on the truth 
or falsity of that charge, and ask you if you so regard it. 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I think 

Mr. Jenkins. If it happe ned, and I don’t know that it did. 
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Secretary Stevens. Mr. Jenkins, I think before I could answer that 
question, I think that we ought to rephrase the whole of the Fort Mon- 
mouth situation, and get the whole thing in a proper perspective, with- 
out picking out one little incident and making so much out of it, be- 
cause there is a large, complicated, long story, connected with Fort 
Monmouth which I have testified to at length and which I will be glad 
to continue to testify to, affecting security matters there, of which this 
is one incident that I have no recollection of. 

Mr. Jenkins. I am asking you about one isolated fact that allegedly 
occurred in early November 1953, One isolated fact that you say is 
a part of the whole pattern. Now, you have testified fully about Fort 
Monmouth, and my last question is this: If such is the fact, wouldn’t 
you regard it as being of great weight in assisting this committee in 
determinmg whether or not you were against the McCarthy investiga- 
tion of Fort Monmouth. 

Secretary Stevens. I would want to get that in the perspective of 
the whole picture, before I could answer that question. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, that is your answer, as it stands. 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And I am content to leave it there, and the committee 
will judge of whether or not that is a proper answer. 

Secretary Stevens. I would like to, if I may, say this 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you this—— 

Mr. Wercu. Wait a minute. 

Senator Munpr. The witness is responding to the question, I believe. 

Secretary Stevens. I simply want to say in respect to Fort Mon- 
mouth, that I wanted the right kind of a job done in ferreting out the 
security risks. If there was any espionage, it must be eliminated, and 
if there are poor security risks 

Mr. Jenkins. I must say that is not responsive to my question and 
we determined this morning to expedite this hearing, and I object 
to that answer. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, Mr. Jenkins- 

Senator Munpr. I think if we can limit—— 

Secretary Stevens. I have a very important point that I think bears 
on all of this. 

Mr. Jenkins. You may make it because we want every witness to 
have every conceivable chance to state everything he wants to state, 
and I am interested also in expediting the hearings. But more im- 
portant than that is the elucidation and getting the facts and so you 
may talk. 

Secretary Stevens. Here is the point. I wanted to get more back- 
ground for the information of the committee but I will confine it to 
this point. 

Senator Munpr. You may say anything you want, Mr. Secretary, 
because we want to get the facts, and time is important but the truth 
is more important than time; so go right ahead. 

Secretary Stevens. In getting into this matter, I wanted it done 
by all of our commanders, including the commanding general of Fort 
Monmouth, with the finest of judgment of which they were capable. 
I did not want to have a stampede started that would result in the 
wholesale suspension of people on a basis of guilt by association. I 
wanted to be sure that the matter was treated in a stable, temperate 

















430 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


way, in fairness to the individuals who were concerned, and I did not 
want to have any commander, because I was so interested in this sub- 
ject of ferreting out subversives and security risks, jump to an ex- 
treme in his actions which could result in unfairness to any individual 
employed in the Army. And I think that that is a very important 
thing. 

Senator Munpr. Does that conclude your statement ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is all at this time. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mr. Secretary, I have two other questions. I know 
you will be pleased to hear it. 

I ask you the specific question now, Did you direct Mr. Adams to 
make such a request of General Lawton as has been read to you this 
morning ? 

Secretary Srevens. If I did not know anything about the telephone 
conversation or cannot recall it, I cannot recall having given him any 
instruction to do it 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, Mr. Secretary, is it your answer to this com- 
mittee, who will ultimately evaluate your testimony, that such a 
tremendously important request as is contained in this writing— 
is it your answer to this committee that you do not remember hav- 
ing directed Mr. Adams to make such a request of General Lawton? 
Can you answer that yes or no and then explain ? 

Secretary Srevens. Wait a minute. Can I please have a chance 
to answer the question in the way that I think will give the committee 
the most information ? 

Senator Munpr. You may answer. May I say that counsel has 
requested that you answer yes or no and then proceed, but if you 
cannot do that 

Mr. Jenxrns. I think this committee is entitled to a yes or no an- 
swer, definitely; and if he wants the question restated, I will restate 
it. I think this committee is entitled to a yes or no answer and then 
such explanation as the Secretary sees fit. I insist that the commit- 
tee insist upon that. 

Senator Munpr. Read the question. The Secretary may not be 
able to answer yes or no, in which case I suppose he should tell us 
that fact, is that right? Certainly on a tremendously vital question 
like this the Chair would hope we would have a yes or no answer. 
It is very vital. 

Mr. Jenkins. It is my position, Mr. Chairman, that such a question 
is susceptible of a yes or no answer. 

Senator Munpr. Very well. Let’s have the question reread, and the 
Secretary will endeavor to answer yes or no and give his reasons or 
explanation. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Secretary Srevens. I do not recall having made such a request, but— 
and now I understand I have the right to make myself clear. On the 

sIst of October I talked with General B: ack, the chief signal officer, 
and once again I deeply regret the necessity of going over and over a 
matter affecting the professional position of one of our fine top officers. 
I said to General Back that I wanted to be sure that in the c: rrying out 
of his duties at Fort Monmeuth that General Lawton exercised careful 
and good judgment and that he did not move so rapidly in the direction 


of suspension of people at Fort Monmouth without sufficient informa- 
tion on which to justify those suspensions. 








SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 431 


I asked General Back, or rather cautioned him, that I was appre- 
hensive that General Lawton might be moving in that direction. I 
simply took it up with General Back because I was afraid that unfair 
suspensions might take place at Fort Monmouth, anxious as I was to 
do the job right, and I wanted always to resolve the question of secu- 
rity or loyalty in favor of the United States. If there was any doubt 
about it, out. 

On the other hand, I did not want to be a party to suspension of 
people on the basis of meager or almost nonexistent information. 

With that background, “Mr. Jenkins, and again referring to your 
question, it is entirely possible that I might “have talked with Mr. 
Adams. I say that I do not recall it now, but I have given you the 
background of a conversation that I had with the chief signal officer 
on the 31st day of October. I think against that background it could 
be entirely possible that I might have talked to Mr. Adams.- I might 
even conceivably have said, “John, perhaps you had better call General 
Lawton.” 

The fact, Mr. Jenkins, that my memory is not precisely clear on 
this one point after all the hundreds of questions that I have an- 
swered here to the best of my ability here in this last week, I do not 
think is unusual. I simply cannot recall that. But I give you this 
background because it is entirely possible that some such thing might 
have happened, and I think with that background you will understand 
whvy it happened. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Now, Mr. Stevens, do you believe that Mr. Adams would have made 
such a request except at your direction ? 

Secretary Srevens. It is entirely possible he might have. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know General Lawton personally ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Is General Lawton in your opinion aman of integrity ? 

Secretary Stevens. Complete. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Would it assist you now in refreshing your mind so 
that you could give this committee a yes or no answer if we took a few 
moments out and let you confer with Mr. Adams, who is sitting at the 
back of Mr. Welch? Would that be of any value or assistance to you? 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Jenkins, it might be, because of course some- 
times you talk with people—— 

Mr. Jenkins. Then I suggest to the committee, in all fairness to the 
Secretary, that he be permitted now to consult and confer with Mr. 
Adams to determine whether or not his mind can be sufficiently re- 
freshed as to enable him tv give this committee a definite answer. I 
think it fair to the Secretary and to this committee. 

Mr. Wevcn. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. If you want that privilege, Mr. Secretary you may 
have it. 

Mr. Welch, have you a point of order? 

Mr. Wetcu. As counsel for the Army, I am content with the testi- 
mony of the Secretary as it now stands, and I suggest that we move on. 

Mr. Jenxtns. I have no further questions. 

Senator Munpr. Is the counsel for the committee content? 

‘ Mr. Jenkins. The question is, Is the committee content? Frankly, 
am not. 
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Senator Munpr. You may continue your interrogatories if you have 
other questions. 

Mr. Jenkins. I think that the Secretary and Mr. Adams should be 
permitted to confer and then the Secretary be asked that question 
again, in all fairness to the Secretary and the committee. If he de- 
clines to do it, I will not pursue it further. 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. I think the 
suggestion that the Secretary be permitted to confer with Mr. Adams, 
if he elects to do so, is well taken. The counsel representing the Secre- 
tary has said that he is satisfied with the testimony his client has given. 
I do not think this committee can order the Secretary to confer with 
Mr. Adams. He is at liberty to make his own statements and to stand 
on his own testimony as given. If the counsel is satisfied and does not 
wish his client to confer with Mr, Adams, then this committee has no 
authority to demand that he do so, 

Senator Munpr. The Chair agrees completely. He was simply 
trying to find out from the Secretary whether it was satisfactory with 
him to let it stand or whether he, despite the advice of counsel, wanted 
to confer with Mr. Adams. 

Mr. Wetcu. Could I say, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Adams is to be a 
witness here, and I feel that we have probed this to its depths. I might 
add that I understood from Mr. Jenkins that you had another matter 
that you wished to inquire into this morning. Is it an appropriate time 
to have that happen ¢ 

Senator Munpr. It is not, because we have some questions to ask, sir 

Mr. Wetcu. I beg your pardon, 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Secretary, are you content to let the question 
stand where it is, or do you prefer to confer with Mr. Adams? It 
is up to you. 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Chairman, I have tried—I think if I wasn’t 
under the pressure here to conserve time—which I understand, and 
certainly subscribe to—I could give more perspective and background 
against the whole Fort Monmouth situation, but I hope that the last 
statement that I made, which indicates the things that were in my mind 
at the time, will be a es against which this question about 
Mr. Adams can be considered, because while I have no recollection at 
this particular time of that particular point, I nevertheless will restate, 
it is entirely possible, against the background of what I have said, that 
some such conversation may have taken place, and I think Mr. Adams 
can testify to it. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair was simply endeavoring to find out 
whether we should suspend now, and you wanted to av: ail yourself of 
the opportunity or not, that is all, or shall we proceed ? 

Mr. Jenxins. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has none. 

Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCietian. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions of 
the witness relating to this inquiry, other than one of a personal 
nature. I agreed with counsel a while ago that these questions which 
were being asked are pertinent to this issue, and they are vital to 
it, as to one part of the issue that this committee has got to try to 
resolve, but I have observed the Secretary testifying, and he has been 
under quite an ordeal, and I can well appreciate that in the strain of 
this ordeal his mind may not be clear upon some things. I do not 
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know how he feels physically, but if he does feel that he is not in a 
position, under these circumstances, to give his best judgment and 
best recollection to the answers to the questions that are now being 
propounded i in view of the fact that he has been on this witness stand 
for 5 days, I think it is only proper if he would indicate so that the 
committee give him a rest. I do not know his wishes in the matter, 
but if at any time—I may say to the Secretary if at any time when he 
is testifying, if he feels physically exhausted or so mentally weary 
that he feels his mind is not clear, and he is not able to give the cor- 
rect answers, or give them completely, if he will so indicate or his 
counsel will so indicate, I shall move that his further interrogation 
be deferred and suspended, and that we proceed with something else. 

I simply say that, Mr. Secretary, to you in an effort to be completely 
fair and not to pursue a continuous interrogation of you until such 
time as it may be exhausting. 

Secretary Srevens. Th: ink you very much, Senator McClellan. I 
appreciate that, and I would like to, if I m: iy, talk with counsel for a 
moment. 

Mr. Wetcn. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty is, as is so often the case, 
that of trying to measure the amount of questioning that would fol- 
low if the Sec retary remained on the stand. He and I would like to 
see his testimony concluded, and he is not at the end of his physical 
resources, but he is a tired man, and I confess to a little weariness 
of my own, and I haven’t been doing what he has been doing. 

If I could have the assurance of the Senators—meaning Senator 
McCarthy—that we are substantially at the end of his examination, 
it should now be concluded. If, on the other hand, Senator McCarthy 
indicates that there is a prolonged examination still facing him, I think 
it would be in the interests of truth and justice that this witness should 
have some rest and some refreshment. 

Senator McCarrny. Your question was directed to me, and may I 
answer that, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. I think that the Chair should hear Senator Mc- 
Carthy if he cares to comment on that point. 

Senator McCarrtuy. I will be glad to try to answer Mr. Welch. 

In view of the fact that the Secretary of the Army has made 
charges and asked for the discharge of two of the most competent 
Communist fighters I have ever been in contact with, one young man, 
Frank Carr, who has been more thoroughly smeared than any 1! know, 
as a result of the Secretary’s charges, I don’t think that the Secre- 
tary should object to answering my questions. They will be very 
simple, and I will keep them short so you can understand them. 

As to the length of my interrogation, I frankly don’t know. It all 
depends on what areas are covered by other Senators. As of this 
time, it would be impossible for me to estimate, except that I will say 
that I am getting awfully sick of wasting all of this time here. 

Senator Munpr. M: ay the Chair suggest 

Senator McCarruy. I will be as short as possible, Mr. Chairman, 
but to tell you how many minutes, I feel you will understand that it 
is impossible to give you that information. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair inquire of the Secretary, and Mr. 
Welch—it is now 10 minutes to 12—whether it would be all right to 
continue on until 12:30? 
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Mr. Wetcn. The Secretary has indicated to me that he would like 
to proceed for some additional time, at least. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McClellan ¢ 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions, 
and I only did this in the interest of being absolutely fair and con- 
siderate of the witness. I have no further questions regarding the 
merits of this controversy at thistime. ‘Therefore, I pass, in the hope 
we can expedite the proceedings. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, let me say to Mr. Welch, that I 
trust, of course, that no dismay ensue between counsel on either side 
in this controversy. It has all gone on in the best of temper and the 
committee, of course, has over and over again reaflirmed its faith in 
Mr. Jenkins, and his integrity, and his capacity, and I am sure that 
any observation that you may have made was not meant as a reflection 
upon Mr. Jenkins, I am sure. 

Mr. Wevcu. I beg your pardon, sir, it was not so intended. 

Senator Dirksen. I am sure of that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think every day it becomes necessary to 
restate the purposes of the hearing. I am very frank to say that I 
have received very substantial amounts of mail, almost evenly divided, 
I suppose, where it is urged that one should take a rather belligerent 
and impartial attitude in this hearing. 

I thought this was a subcommittee for one thing, that it was operat- 
ing under authorization by the full committee, namely the Govern- 
ment Operations Committee of the United States Senate, and that we 
sat here pursuant to certain allegations that were made and that our 
responsibility was to elicit the facts as fairly and as impartially as we 
know how and at long last to develop some findings and a conclusion. 

If there is any confusion in the public mind on that point, I want to 
restate what I conceive to be my own responsibility in the matter, and 
that is to do it as fairly and as impartially as I know how. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if this is in point, and if it is proper, there are 
just a few questions that I want to ask which are looking down the 
road a little bit, because at some point this hearing will conclude 
and perhaps that is high optimism on my part—but all things must 
ultimately come to an end, 

But we must resume our relationships within the framework of 
Government; Mr. Secretary, you, in the executive branch, and we in 
the legislative branch. I sincerely hope that those relationships can 
be felicitously pursued when these controversies are over. So these 
quest ions are directed mainly toward that end. 

Do you bear any personal animosity toward the Senator from Wis- 
consin ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. I have the utmost, and most profound respect 
for the office of Senator of the United States. 

Senator Dirksen. Do you entertain any personal feeling of hostility 
toward Mr. Cohn, notwithstanding the fact that as has been indicated 
on occasions, he may have been unduly aggressive ? 

Secretary Srevens. That isa difficult question. 

Senator Dirksen. I know it is, and Mr. Secretary, you don’t have to 
answer it if you don’t want to. 

Secretary Stevens. I prefer not to. 

Senator Dirksen. Very well, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Can I have the question read? 
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Senator Dirksen. I will withdraw the question. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator has withdrawn his question. 

Senator McCarruy. I have refrained all morning from making any 
points of order. 

Senator Munpr. The chair appreciates that. 

Senator McCartuy. Trying to expedite this matter, but I would 
like to hear the question now which the Secretary says he does not 
want to answer. 

Senator Dmxsen. The question has been withdrawn, and since it is 
not subject to a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I would prefer not to 
yield unless there is a valid point of order. 

Senator McCarruy. A point of order. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator p1 efers to withdraw his question so 
I suppose it will be withdrawn. 

Senator McCarrny. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Perhaps I should have feet paying more attention when the ques- 
tion was asked, but I was not, frankly, and now I heard the Secretary 
say he did not want to answer a certain question, and I think that in 
order to be able to examine him I should know what the question is 
that he does not want to answer. 

Senator Munpr. The chair believes that the full report of the pro- 
ceedings should be available to any of the principals, and you may 
read back from the point, Mr. Reporter, that the question was asked, 
including the statement of Senator Dirksen that he withdraws it. 

Senator Dirksen. I will have to raise a point of order on myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Will the reporter mark the place so that I 
can have it read when I start to examine the witness ? 

Senator Dirxsen. Is it within the framework of our rules that if a 
question is asked, whether the propounder of the question can with- 
draw it? 

Senator Munopr. He surely can. 

Senator Dirksen. I withdraw the question. 

Senator Munpr. I thought it was also within the framework of our 
rules that all principals had a right to know what was going on during 
the full proceedings. Senator McCarthy states he was not paying at- 
tention and didn’t know what was going on, and he wanted to know 
what is in the record. 

Senator McCretian. Mr. Chairman, I think as a matter of courtesy 
to Senator McCarthy, he is entitled to know what question was asked 
and what question was withdrawn. 

Senator McCarrny. I thank the Senator very, very much. 

Senator Munpr. The reporter will start in at that point in the 
hearing where Senator Dirksen asked the question which he subse- 
quently withdrew and read up to the point where he said he had 
withdrawn it. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Senator Munor. Senator Dirksen # , 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Secretary, is it the intention of the Depart- 
ment of the Army to cooperate fully with this committee in the future 
when it resumes its regular functions of ferreting out infiltration and 
subversive influences in industry, Government, and in the Army ? 

Secretary Stevens. 100 percent. 
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Senator Dirxsen. If it is found by this committee that the charges 
may have been well founded, is there in your mind now any remedial 
or corrective steps that will be taken with respect to these allegations? 
The basic allegation, as you know, was improper influence in connec- 
tion with one G. David Schine. 

Secretary Srevens. I should think that was a committee matter, 
sir, and not for me to express an opinion on. 

Senator Dirksen. It would require some steps on the part of the 
Army as to whether or not they will work out some kind of policy 
with respect to the various communications that it received by record, 
by telephone, or otherwise with respect to young men who are in the 
Army. 

Secretary Stevens. That work is going right along, Senator Dirk- 
sen, day by day. There is no stop in the flow of that work at all, sir. 

Senator Drrxsen. Of course, the question envisions this kind of 
objective: Whether or not a comparable situation may arise in the 
future, whether corrective steps can be taken or policies laid out 
whereby it can be avoided. 

Secretary Stevens. I think the committee in its good judgment can 
be most helpful in that area. It seems to me that it is really your 
responsibility, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. Would you care to comment at this time on 
what additional steps may have been taken by the Army with respect 
to ferreting out subversion and infiltration ? 

Secretary Stevens. We testified at length on that subject, Senator 
Dirksen, recently before the Armed Services Committee of the Senate. 
It has all been testified to and it is a matter of record. I would like 
to say by way of tangible evidence of the aggressiveness of the Army 
in this field, that we weeded out 170 military personnel between Janu- 
ary of 1953 and March of 1954, as security risks which had a loyalty 
connotation. I consider that record a very real one, a real achieve- 
ment. 

We have not gone into the publicity part of that business for reasons 
which we think are very good and which I do not want to take the 
time of the committee now to explain unless you would like to have it. 

Senator Dirksen. I have only one other question, Mr. Secretary. 
It appears in the statement that was filed with the subcommittee by 
Senator McCarthy on page 19, and it alleges that Mr. Adams was 
named “for the principal purpose of handling the committee.” Have 
you any comment as to whether that is true or not ? 

Secretary Stevens. Whose statement was that, Senator? 

Senator Dirksen. That is a statement that appears on page — or in 
specification 19, I think, of the statement which Senator McCarthy 
filed with the subcommittee as a kind of answer to the allegations 
made by the Army. 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. I do not have a Department counselor. 
The previous counselor had returned to his hometown, and I was look- 
ing around for a man to take over the job as Department counselor 
for the Department of the Army. I looked for several weeks and 
finally appointed Mr. Adams. The Department counselor has many 
duties, and up until the 4th or the 8th of last September there would 
not have been any particular liaison required with this committee 
because that is when the various investigations began as far as I know. 

So the answer te that question is that Mr. Adams as Department 
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counselor has many, many duties, of which one is liaison with this 
committee. 

Senator Dirksen. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. No questions at this time, 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter ? 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, in order to expedite the hearings, 
I have no questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have asked some 
questions. Without legal training, I nevertheless know something 
about the functions of the Military Establishment. Last evening I 
asked that the hearing which was referred to by the counsel be given 
me in order that I could properly study what has come up this 
morning with respect to some of the relationships of this court with 
the Pent: agon Building. I have not yet had the opportunity, been 
given the opportunity, to read these hearings, and I hope—if this mat- 
ter is going to be discussed—as a very unimportant member of this 
committee, nevertheless very much interested in these proceedings, 
that I will have the opportunity to look at the hearing in question, 
especially as I understand that was the agreement last night. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dworshak ? 

Senator Dworsuax. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch? 

Mr. Wetcu. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McCarthy or Mr. Cohn or Mr. Carr? 

Senator McCartuy. Mr. Stevens, the question has been raised that 
you are tired after 5 days of questioning. You well may be. I know 
jt is an ordeal to sit there for 3 or 4 hours, day after day, and answer 
questions. However, as you know, the charges which you and Mr, 
Hensel and Mr. Adams have m: de, if true, would result in the jobs, 
the reputations of the two top men on my staff, Therefore, no matter 
how tired I may get, no matter how tired you may get, I will have to 
ask all the questions that I think are pertinent. You understand 
that? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. As far as I am concerned, I want to make it 
clear that if at any time you feel you are tired to the point that you 
want a recess of an hour or a day, I certainly have no objection to 
that. You understand that 

Secretary Stevens. Thank you. 

Senator McCarrny. You said that one of the reasons why you didn’t 
want certain people—I may not be quoting you verbatim, but as best 
I can remember—certain people suspended or, rather, why you wanted 
them reinstated at Fort Monmouth—— 

Secretary Srevens. Will you restate that? 

Senator McCarrtuy. I will start over. As I recall your testimony, 
you said that one of the reasons why you either objected to certain 
suspensions or wanted certain people reinstated was because you did 
not want anyone to lose his job because of guilt by association. Is 
that corr er 

Secretary Stevens. I may have used that phrase. I might just as 
well have used some other phrase. I was trying to convey an idea, 
Senator McCarthy. 
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Senator McCarrny. In other words, some of these individuals were 
suspended from the secret radar laboratories not because of their own 
individual actions, but because of their close association with Com- 
munists; is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t know whether that is correct, sir. We 
can get the individual cases out and have them testified to. I don’t 
have them in mind. 

Senator McCarrny. I am not going to ask you take each of the 35 
cases. I assume that this matter was of sufficient importance to you as 
Secretary that you must review all the cases, and that at this time 
you would know whether or not some of them were suspended because 
of their close association with either known or suspected espionage 
agents, either known or suspected Communists. Is that correct? 

Secretary Srevens. I read a statement yesterday, Senator McCar- 
thy, in connection with the 35 cases. I read that into the record. 

Senator McCarrny. Bob, I am not interested in the statement that 
your counsel prepared for you. I want to know now what you your- 
self know about this. You have an extremely important job. Of 
course, you must review all of these cases. 

Secretary Srevens. I know the total numbers involved, but I do 
not follow the details of the individual cases, Senator. I will be glad 
to look up any one that you want looked up. 

Senator McCarrny. You used the term “guilt by association.” You 
didn’t want a man to lose his job because of guilt by association. When 
you made that statement, did you have in mind that some of these indi- 

viduals might lose their jcbs because of association with Commu- 
nists? If not, what did you have in mind? 

vei Srevens. What I had in mind was to try to convey to the 
committee, in probably rather tired language—— 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. 

Secretary Srevens. The idea that in carrying out this job and doing 
it right for the American people, and always resolving doubts in 
favor of the American people, that at the same time we ought not to be 
unfair or work hardships on individuals unnecessarily. 

Senator McCarrny. That is a fine sentiment. 

Let me ask you this: My chief of staff, as you know, was head of 
the FBI subversive squad until the night before he came with my 
committee, and he quit that job one night and came with the com- 
mittee the next morning, and for years he was head of that squad. 

He produced the evidence, with the help of approximately 200 
FBI men, working under him, which resulted in the conviction 
of the top-string Communists, second-strong Communists; worked on 
the Rosenberg cases, and on other Communist cases of over the last 
couple of years. 

And you say you don’t want anyone associating with Communists 
or something to that effect to lose their job because of that associa- 
tion. You indicate that you feel Mr. Carr should lose his job— 
where is the Army specification—Mr. Carr should lose his job because 
apparently of his association with Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn, 
or rather because he sat silent and did not correct the chairman when 
the chairman allegedly asked you for improper consideration for 
some private. 

I just wonder if you don’t think that Mr. Carr, with his outstand- 
ing iahaowand should not lose his job because of guilt by silence, if 
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you feel that people handling the topmost radar secrets should not lose 
their job because they associate with Communists, or is that question 
too involved ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. That is a pretty long question, Senator 
McCarthy. 

Senator McCarruy. It is rather important, Bob. 

Secretary Stevens. Do you think we could have it read back? 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will be happy to have it read back 
unless the Senator can break it down into shorter segments. 

Senator McCarruy. I think I would like to have it read back. And 
if the Secretary feels he cannot answer it, or it is too long, I will be 
glad to break it down. 

Senator Munpr. The reporter will read it back. 

(‘The reporter read from his notes as requested. ) 

Secretary Srevens. I think that that is too much of a question for 
me. 

Senator Munpr. It is a pretty involved question. 

Could the Senator from Wisconsin start again ? 

Senator McCarruy. I would say, Mr. Secretary, at any time, when 
I ask a question that is too long, and I must confess it is a habit I 
have of asking rather lengthy questions, whenever I do, if you feel 
the question is too long, will you call it to my attention, and I will 
certainly try and break it down. 

We will just leave that subject for the time being and shift to an- 
other one. I will get back to it. 

You said that you felt that General Lawton was a fine, top officer, 
is that right? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. What do you have to do, Mr. Secretary, with 
the promotion of generals, if anything ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. That is done by boards, who select generals for 
promotion. 

Senator McCartuy. Who appoints the board ? 

Secretary Srevens. The board, sir, is appointed—I appoint the 
boards. 

Senator McCartruy. You appoint the boards? 

Secretary Stevens. I get some suggestions from the Chief of Staff. 

Senator McCarruy. I am very interested in certain promotions that 
were made and certain individuals who were passed over, especially 
in view of the fact that you described General Lawton as a fine, top 
officer, with which I heartily agree. I think he is one of the best Army 
officers with whom I have ever come in contact. And thank God he 
had guts or we would not have any success in the Fort Monmouth 
cooperated with the committee or we would not have any success in 
the Fort Monmouth hearings. 

Now I am concerned about this because of the testimony which will 
be produced to the effect that Lawton did state that he felt that his 
cooperation with the committee would kill his promotion. And I find 
that something did kill the promotion. 

For example, I have a list here, Mr. Secretary, dated October. Let 
me read the heading: “Permanent brigadier generals, considered for 
promotion to permanent major general, October 1953.” 

And this was supplied to us by—could I have the Secretary’s atten- 
tion—this was supplied to us, Mr. Secretary, by your Department. 
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Some of the names on here who were promoted are rather interesting. 
And we find Lawton was up for promotion and was passed over, and 
we find Partridge was up for promotion and promoted. I find 
Reichelderfer up for promotion and promoted. 

When a man was first suspended at Fort Monmouth, his case in the 
past would go to First Army Loyalty Board, is that correct ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. Now, the First Army Loyalty Board found 
against a sizable number of radar workers on the grounds of loyalty 
or security, is that right? 

Secretary Stevens. I would have to check it up, Senator McCarthy. 

Senator McCartuy. Would you just ask Mr. Adams, and he knows. 
We have talked to him about that a number of times. 

Secretary Srevens. Can’t Mr. Adams testify on things he knows 
about ? 

Senator McCarruy. You mean you do not know now, despite the 
importance of the radar laboratory investigation, you do not know 
that prior to our investigation extending over a number of years, some 
85 individuals had been suspended with adverse findings entered by 
the First Army Loyalty Board; and that 33—and I think these figures 
are correct, although your Department has refused to give them to 
me—that 33 were ordered reinstated by the Pentagon screening board, 
loyalty board, or call it what you may, and ordered sent back to the 
radar laboratories? 

Secretary Stevens. When was this, did you say, Senator? 

Senator McCarruy. I don’t know the years. This was prior to 
yoan 

Secretary Stevens. I am sure it must have been. 

Senator McCarruy. Prior to the first part of your administration. 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t recall anything like that since I have 
been Secretary of the Army, and I don’t recall any such action. 

Senator Munpr. Your time has expired. 

Secretary Stevens. I would also like if I may to take exception to 
one thing that Senator McCarthy said, and he said if it hadn’t been, 
as I understood him, General Lawton—and it can be checked on the 
record—that he would have gotten no cooperation or gotten nowhere 
at Fort Monmouth. 

I object to that violently and General Lawton knows that he had my 
complete support in this work, and whether General Lawton had been 
at Fort Monmouth or not the Secretary of the Army would have seen 
to it that full cooperation would have been forthcoming and some- 
thing would have been done about it at Fort Monmouth, whether or 
not Lawton was there. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, may I make this statement? 

Senator Munpr. Counsel’s time is now here. You certainly may. 

Mr. Jenxrns. In all fairness to the Secretary, I do not think it 
proper—and I so ruled and advised the committee—to direct an 
inquiry with respect to Fort Monmouth prior to the installation of 
Mr. Stevens as Secretary of the Army. 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Jenxins. Whatever occurred or did not occur in no wise reflects 
upon him or adds credit to him. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I think that apparently counsel 
did not follow the line of question or perhaps he could not foresee 
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what the purpose is, and I do not blame him for that. This is being 
pursued to show what happened to a general who was responsible 
and known to Mr. Stevens, as far as we know, to be responsible for 
reinstating, sending back to the secret radar laboratories, individuals 
who had been found unfit by the first loyalty board. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, unless Mr. Stevens is shown to have 
been a party to that or to have had knowledge if it and acquiesced in 
it, I advise this committee that it is wholly irrelevant and incompetent. 

Senator McCarruy. I will not pursue the point now because my 
time for questioning has expired. 

Senator Munpr. That is correct. 

Senator McCartny. When I again examine, T will. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Jenkins, have you further questions at this 
time ? 

Mr. Jenkins. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has none. 

Senator McClellan ¢ 

Senator McCretian. No further questions at present. 

Senator Munnr. Senator Dirksen? 

Senator Dirksen. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson ¢ 

Senator Jackson. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter? 

Senator Porrrer. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington? 

Senator Symineton. No questions. 

Senator Munprt. Senator Dworshak? 

Senator Dworsnaxk. No questions, 

Senator Munpt. Mr. Welch? 

Mr. Wetcn. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McCarthy, you have 10 minutes. The 
Chair suggests to all concerned that after this 10 minutes it will be 
just about 12:30. Should we recess after this next round of ques- 
tions? You have 10 minutes. Senator McCarthy, and then we will 
recess for a good long stretch at noon. 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Stevens, so you are not answering these 
questions in the dark, I just want to point out the purpose of the 
questioning. Reichelderfer, I understand, was the predecessor of 
General Lawton; is that right ? 

Secretary Srevens. I think that isso. I would like to be sure of it. 

Senator McCarruy. There was a rather famous case at Fort Mon- 
mouth, was there not, of a young man whose home was searched by 
military police, and 43 secret, top secret, and other classified docu- 
ments were found in his home. Do you recall that case or don’t you? 

Secretary Srevens. Is this working? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Secretary Stevens. I remember something about it, Senator. 

Senator McCartny. The question arose as to whether or not General 
Lawton should suspend this individual; is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I cannot remember the name of the individual. 
As I told you, sir, I will have all these cases testified to, looked up 
if you tell me to do so, and within the limits of our presidential 
directives, we will supply you with the information. 
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Senator McCartny. Our committee has furnished you with all of 
the executive session testimony, has it not? 

Secretary Stevens. I do not know. I have not seen it all. 

Senator McCarruy. You know it is available, don’t you, Bob? 

Secretary Stevens. I presume that it would be, but 1 don’t person- 
ally know that we have it all. 

Senator Munpr. Can you turn up the Secretary’s microphone a 
little bit? He seems to be having difficulty. 

Senator McCartuy. I might say, Mr. Secretary, that normally we 
do not make available to anyone outside of the committee executive 
session testimony. We did this in this case at your request either 
personally or through Mr. Adams. Is it also not true that Mr. Adams 
was allowed to sit in on all executive session testimony, with one ex- 
ception ? 

Secretary Srevens. With one very important exception that I 
know of. 

Senator McCartuy. Yes. 

Secretary Srevens. That was when General Zwicker testified. 

Senator McCartny. He was excluded when it appeared that he had 
ordered Zwicker and other officers not to testify. Then Mr. Adams 
was asked to leave the room, with the hope that they might testify ; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Jenkins. Would you put that in the form of a question, please, 
rather than a statement ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I said “is that correct ?” 

Secretary SreveNs. May I have the question read ? 

Senator McCartny. You may. 

Senator Munpt. The reporter will read the question. 

(Whereupon, the question was read by the reporter as above re- 
corded.) 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t know, because I wasn’t there, Senator 
McCarthy, why you ejected Mr. Adams, my personal representative 
and the representative of the Department of the Army, at that hear- 
ing. I don’t know why you ejected him. 

Senator McCarrny. O.K. In any event, with the exception of that 
hearing, he was present at all other hearings; is that correct? The 
doors were open to him ? 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t know of my own personal knowledge, 
but I assume if you say so. 

Senator McCarrny. Good. So there is no reason why you shouldn’t 
know what went on at the hearings, is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t have the opportunity, sir, of reading 
everything that goes on at every hearing of every committee with 
which we are connected. I would like to be able to do it. 

Senator McCarrny. Yes. 

We have Reichelderfer and we have Partridge on the list. Did you 
know when Reichelderfer was promoted that he had refused to sus- 
pend one of the young men who was suspended later by Mr. Lawton 
and this individual in question, according to FBI reports which had 
been sent to your Department, was known to have attended Young 
Communist League meetings with Rosenberg, that is, the man who has 
since been executed 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, 
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Senator McCarruy. Let me finish my question, please. [Continu- 
ing:] that this man had removed from the laboratories, in violation 
of all regulations, had in his home some 45 secret and other classified 
documents; that Reichelderfer refused to suspend him; that Lawton 
did; and that there was serious objection to Lawton’s suspension of 
this individual ? 

Mr. Jenkins. That question is incompetent, and I advise the Secre- 
tary not to answer it unless the Secretary was in office and promoted 
the general to whom Senator McCarthy has referred. 

Senator McCartuy. Were you in office in 1953, Bob? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. October of 1953? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Just to refresh your recollection, could I hand 
you a list of promotions and ask you whether or not you were in office 
and a the Board which passed over the promotions of certain 
generals and promoted others? 

(Document passed to Secretary Stevens.) 

Senator McCarruy. ‘The question is: Were you in office at that 
time ¢ 

Secretary Srrevens. Senator McCarthy—— 

Senator McCarruy. Could I have that back ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. 

(Document returned to Senator McCarthy.) 

Secretary Srevens. I may need some help from General Young. 
Tle is one of the officers that you asked about yesterday, as to why he 
was here, and I am glad he is kere now. He is the G-1, Personnel, 
Assistant Chief of Staff of the Department. 

The fact is—is this a permanent-grade promotion or temporary ? 

Senator McCarruy. The list is entitled “Permanent Brigadier Gen- 
erals Considered.” 

Secretary Srevens. In the case of permanent promotions—and I 
would like General Young to correct me if I am wrong—I appoint a 
board, and from there on the action follows by law. In other words, 
I have no right to change the recommendation of that board for the 
permanent promotions. 

Senator McCarruy. In other words, you select the board, and the 
board in its discretion decides who should be promoted; is that right ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. Under the law I can’t change 
that. 

Senator McCarrny. We will leave Reichelderfer for a minute and 
shift to another general who was promoted. 

There was a Mr. Partridge before the committee, a General Par- 
tridge, while you were present; is that correct? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. What was Mr. Partridge’s title at that time? 

Secretary Stevens. He was the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, which 
is Intelligence. 

Senator McCarruy. That was Richard C. Partridge? 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t recall his initials, Senator. I think that 
is right. 

Senator McCarrny. In any event you were personally present dur- 
ing his executive testimony ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 
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Senator McCarrny. Did you request of the committee not to call 
him in public session ? 

Secretary Stevens. Did I request that ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Secretary Srevens. I don’t know. Didn’t he testify in executive 
session ¢ 

Senator McCarrny. I just got through asking you whether you 
attended the executive session meetings and you si aid “Yes,” 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. So there is no question he did testify in execu- 
tive session ? 

Secretary Srrevens. He testified in executive session. 

Senator McCarrny. My question now is very simple: Did you ask 
us not to call him in public session ? 

Secretary Stevens. Senator, I don’t know. I know this: That as a 
general proposition we are not enthusiastic about having our intelli- 
eence people called in public hearings. It would not be an unnatural 
thing if I did that. 

Senator McCarruy. Your memory is so good about Dave Schine’s 
boots and things like that, you should remember about the general. 

Secretary Srevens. My memory is not good about David Schine’s 
boots. : ‘ 

Senator McCarrny. I know one of the charges here is that he had 
his shoes commercially shined, 

Mr. Wetcu. We did not make that charge, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McCarrny. Is this a point of order? 

Mr. Wetcu. It is something or other, Senator McCarthy. You 
know well we did not make that charge. 

Senator McCarruy. The question, Mr. Secretary, is, Did you ask us 
not to call Mr. Partridge in public session ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I might very well have done so. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you remember that you made the statement 
that you felt that he had proven himself so incompetent for that job 
that it would be comfort to the enemy if they could watch him in public 
session and see how unqualified he was, and that therefore you would 
appreciate it very much if we would not call him, or words to that 
effect ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is a lot of words there, Senator McCarthy, 
and I cannot subscribe to them. 

Senator McCarruy. There will be testimony, Mr. Secretary, by a 
number of witnesses on that. 

Secretary Srevens. All right. 

Senator McCarrny. I don’t propose to ask you for a verbatim recol- 
lection, you understand ; but this matter I am sure is of sufficient impor- 
tance to you, Mr. Secretary, especially in view of the fact, as counsel 
points out here in one of our specifications, that you must have searched 
your memory and you should know now whether or not you asked us 
not to call Partr idge—again I give the substance—because you said he 
proved himself so incompetent ‘for the job that you intended to remove 
him anyway and that you felt it would give aid and comfort to the 
enemy if they could see the type of indiv iduals who were running our 
intelligence department. 

Is that not substantially what you asked us to do? 
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Secretary Srevens. I may have suggested to you that I w ould rather 
not have him called because, I say, we don’t like to have our intelli- 
gence people appearing in public hearings, and also General Partridge 
would not have made a particularly good witn: 

Senator McCarrny, I know that. 

Secretary Stevens. There is no question about that. As far as 
talking about aid and comfort to the enemy, General Partridge is a 
line and able soldier, with a long record behind him, and in my opinion 
would be incapable of doing anything that would give aid and com- 
fort to the enemy. 

Senator McCarrny. Let us not twist the words of the question. 
The question was whether or not you felt it would not give aid and 
comfort to the enemy, not because of any misconduct on General 
Partridge’s part, and I think you understand that. 

Your statement, I recall, was that you felt it would give aid and 
comfort to the enemy if they could see the complete incompetence of 
those handling our intelligence. Is not that substantially what you 
asked us, Bob ? 

Secretary Srevens. I have no recollection of that. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has expired and we will stand 
in recess until 2: 30 this afternoon. 

( Whereupon, at 12 :30 p. m., the hearing was recessed until 2: 30 p.m. 
the same day.) 
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